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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application, in light of the following discussion and in 
view of the present amendment, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 3, 8, 11, 16, 24 and 30 are cancelled. Claims 1, 9, 33 and 39 are amended. 
Claims 1,2, 4-7, 9, 10, 12-15, 17-23, 25-29 and 31-41 are pending. 

Entry of Amendment under 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 

The Applicant requests entry of this Rule 1 1 6 Response because: the amendments were 
not earlier presented because the Applicant believed in good faith that the cited references did 
not disclose the present invention as previously claimed; and the amendment places the 
application at least into a better form for purposes of appeal. 

The Manual of Patent Examining Procedures (M.P.E.P.) sets forth in Section 714.12 that 
"any amendment that would place the case either in condition for allowance or in better form for 
appeal may be entered." Moreover, Section 714.13 sets forth that "the Proposed Amendment 
should be given sufficient consideration to determine whether the claims are in condition for 
allowance and/or whether the issues on appeal are simplified." The M.P.E.P. further articulates 
that the reason for any non-entry should be explained expressly in the Advisory Action. 

I. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

In the Office Action, at pages 3-32, numbered paragraphs 4-6, claims 1-47 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over various combinations of U.S. Patent 
6,980,319 to Ohta, Japanese Publication No. 10-091375 to Torikai, and U.S. Patent No. 
7,454,796 to Mazzagatte et al. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Claims 3, 8, 11, 16, 24 and 30 are cancelled. 

The combination of the teachings of Ohta, Torikai and Mazzagatte does not suggest: 

extracting information from a Media Access Control frame of the at 
least one printing client that is associated with a Basic Service Set, 
which includes the wireless LAN printer, the extracted information 
being information specifying whether the at least one printing client 
is authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN 
printer;... [and] 

managing printing operations of the at least one printing client 
according to the list by permitting only printing clients 
authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer to 
associate with the wireless LAN printer, 
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wherein the list of the at least one printing client is restructured in 
real time according to a beacon signal, and the list is updated 
when a state of the at least one printing client changes, and 

wherein the at least one printing client is a personal computer, a 
personal digital assistant, or a cellular phone, that includes a 
wireless Local Area Network functionality, 

as recited in amended independent claim 1. 

First, Ohta does not discuss or suggest that a list of at least one printing client is 
restructured in real time according to a beacon signal and that the list is updated when a state of 
the at least one printing client changes. 

In particular, referring to cited col. 5, lines 30-45, for example, Ohta discusses that the 
print server 13 sends a print notice signal indicative of a requested print job to a specified 
portable digital device 1 1 . The print notice signal includes information on a requester, a desired 
destination printer type, printing parameters as well as a print data pointer. 

However, Ohta does not discuss or suggest that merely sending a print notice signal that 
includes information on the requester, for example, is restructuring a list of printing clients , where 
updating of the list occurs when a state of at least one printing client changes. Ohta provides no 
indication that a list of printing clients is updated based on whether a state of a printing client 
changes, but only suggests sending a print notice signal from the print server 13 to the digital 
device 1 1 . 

Additionally, the Examiner concedes that neither Ohta nor Torikai suggest that the 
extracted information is information specifying whether the at least one printing client is 
authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer and suggest permitting only printing 
clients authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer to associate with the 
wireless LAN printer. The Examiner argues that Mazzagatte makes up for the deficiencies in 
Ohta and Torikai. The Applicants respectfully disagree. 

In Mazzagatte, a computer and printer may communicate via a wireless connection and 
control of a printing device is obtained in conjunction with authentication where control is 
obtained after a successful authentication process. If the user sending the print job wants the 
print job to only be printed out after the recipient has been authenticated at the printer, the 
sender selects an authentication mode. If the print job is an authenticated print job, print data is 
submitted along with user identification information, such as a user's biometric information. The 
identification information links the print job to the intended recipient so that only the intended 
recipient is able to print the print job. The identification information may be the recipient's name, 
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city, etc. Then the recipient is physically authenticated at the image forming device by a 
biometric device. A smart card at the sending computer 10 may contain the intended recipient's 
unique identification information. 

Mazzagatte further discusses that the authenticated print job is submitted for printing 
from the sending node and is submitted to a print queue contained within server 540. After the 
authenticated print job has been submitted by the sending node, the print job is received and 
stored , a determination is made as to whether the received print job is an authenticated print job 
and whether or not the recipient has been authenticated, and if the recipient has been 
authenticated, the print job is printed. 

First, Mazzagatte does not discuss or suggest that extracted information is information 
specifying whether the at least one printing client is authenticated to receive services of a 
wireless LAN printer. Mazzagatte is only concerned with the authentication of the recipient , who 
is a physical person and not a printing client, which one of ordinary skill in the art knows to be a 
processing device, for example. In particular, Fig. 1 of the present application shows that typical 
printing clients 20 are, for example, a PC 22, a laptop 24, a PDA 26 or a cellular phone 28. The 
printing clients are not, however, people or recipients . Mazzagatte specifically discusses that the 
recipient is authenticated at the image forming device by, for example, a biometric device . Thus, 
it is a person who is authenticated and not a printing client . Further, the present invention of 
claim 1, for example, is amended to particularly clarify that the printing client is not a person, but 
is a personal computer, a personal digital assistant, or a cellular phone, that includes a wireless 
Local Area Network functionality. 

Further, Mazzagatte does not suggest that only printing clients authenticated to receive 
services of the wireless LAN printer are permitted to associate with the wireless LAN printer. As 
discussed at col. 13, lines 30-34, for example, Mazzagatte specifically discusses that the 
authenticated print job is submitted for printing from the sending node. Thus, Mazzagatte 
specifically discusses associating the sending node with the printing device before any 
authentication process has occurred. Even assuming, arguendo, that the recipient information, 
such as the recipient's name, could be construed to be information specifying whether a printing 
client is authenticated to receive services of a wireless printer, the authentication process occurs 
after the sending node has transmitted the print job to the printer. Thus, Mazzagatte does not , 
suggest that only printing clients that are authenticated to receive services of a wireless printer 
are permitted to associate with the wireless printer. Mazzagatte clearly shows that the sending 
node is permitted to associate with the wireless printer (because otherwise the sending node 
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would not be able to transmit the printing information to the printer) prior to any authentication 
process . Additionally, as discussed above, the authentication process is for the recipient who is 
a person and is not for a printing client (such as a sending node) that wishes to associate with 
the printer. 

As discussed at paragraphs 0008-0009 of the present specification, if a wireless LAN 
printer is included in a basic service set, association with the wireless LAN printer is limited to 
approximately ten printing clients. On the other hand , printing clients that have not been 
authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer are able to associate with the 
wireless LAN printer. Thus, because the number of printing clients allowed to associate with the 
wireless printer is limited, the printing clients that have been authenticated to receive services of 
the wireless LAN printer are unable to associate with the wireless printer due to the presence of 
non-authenticated printing clients . 

Thus, the present invention only allows printing clients to associate with the wireless 
printer who have been authenticated to avoid having non-authenticated printing clients limit the 
number of printing clients that are able to associate with the printer. 

Mazzagatte does not suggest that it is a printing client that is authenticated so that only 
printing clients that have already been authenticated are allowed to associate with the printer. 
As Mazzagatte discusses that the sending node is able to associate with the printer regardless 
of whether the sending node (and not the print job recipient) is authenticated, then Mazzagatte 
does not suggest permitting only printing clients (e.g., a personal computer, a personal digital 
assistant, or a cellular phone) authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer to 
associate with the wireless LAN printer. 

The apparent reason cited by the Examiner of "remotely obtaining exclusive control of a 
device by remotely establishing communication with the device over a network, requesting to 
obtain remote exclusive control of the device's capabilities, and determining whether remote 
exclusive control of the device's capabilities can be obtained based on whether or not another 
user already has exclusive control of the device's capabilities" does not suggest why one of 
ordinary skill in the art would only allow printing clients that are authenticated to receive services 
of a wireless printer to associate with the printer. In particular, the cited apparent reason only 
suggests why an intended recipient of the print job would want exclusive control of a printing 
device, but not why only printing clients (i.e., those who would transmit the print job) who have 
been authenticated to receive services of the printer would be permitted to associate with the 
printer. The apparent reason does not have a rational underpinning in relation to the present 
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invention of claim 1 , for example, because the apparent reason does not specify why exclusive 
control by an intended recipient is beneficial in a system in which a printing client would be 
authenticated to receive services of a wireless printer. 

Further, the apparent reason provides no support for limiting an association of particular 
printing clients to the wireless printer. As Mazzagatte is only related to authenticating an 
intended recipient, but is not related to authenticating a printing client, then Mazzagatte does not 
suggest permitting only particular printing clients to associate with the printer. 

Therefore, as the combination of the teachings of Ohta, Torikai and Mazzagatte does not 
suggest all the features of amended independent claim 1 , claim 1 patentably distinguishes over 
the references relied upon. Accordingly, withdrawal of the §1 03(a) rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

Further, the combination of the teachings of Ohta, Torikai and Mazzagatte does not 
suggest "an extraction unit to extract information from a Media Access Control frame of the at 
least one printing client that is associated with a Basic Service Set, which includes the wireless 
LAN printer, the extracted information being information specifying whether the at least one 
printing client is authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer;... a management 
unit to manage printing operations of the at least one printing client according to the list by 
permitting only printing clients authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer to 
associate with the wireless LAN printer, wherein the list of the at least one printing client is 
restructured in real time according to a beacon signal, and the list is updated when a state of the 
at least one printing client changes, and wherein the at least one printing client is a personal 
computer, a personal digital assistant, or a cellular phone, that includes a wireless Local Area 
Network functionality," as recited in amended independent claim 9. Therefore, claim 9 
patentably distinguishes over the references relied upon. Accordingly, withdrawal of the §1 03(a) 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

In addition, the combination of the teachings of Ohta, Torikai and Mazzagatte does not 
suggest "forming a list that includes at least one printing client using a Media Access Control 
address of the Media Access Control frame related to the at least one printing client as an index, 
the list reflecting whether the at least one printing client is authenticated to receive services of 
the wireless LAN printer; and associating only printing clients authenticated to receive services 
of the wireless LAN printer with the wireless LAN printer using the list of the at least one printing 
client, wherein the list of the at least one printing client is restructured in real time according to a 
beacon signal, and the list is updated when a state of the at least one printing client changes, 
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and wherein the at least one printing client is a personal computer, a personal digital assistant, 
or a cellular phone, that includes a wireless Local Area Network functionality," as recited in 
amended independent claim 33. Therefore, claim 33 patentably distinguishes over the 
references relied upon. Accordingly, withdrawal of the §1 03(a) rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

Also, the combination of the teachings of Ohta, Torikai and Mazzagatte does not suggest 
"extracting information from a Media Access Control frame of the at least one printing client, the 
extracted information being information specifying whether the at least one printing client is 
authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer;... managing printing operations of 
the at least one printing client according to the list by permitting only printing clients 
authenticated to receive services of the wireless LAN printer to associate with the wireless LAN 
printer, wherein the list of the at least one printing client is restructured in real time according to a 
beacon signal, and the list is updated when a state of the at least one printing client changes, 
and wherein the at least one printing client is a personal computer, a personal digital assistant, 
or a cellular phone, that includes a wireless Local Area Network functionality," as recited in 
amended independent claim 39. Therefore, claim 39 patentably distinguishes over the 
references relied upon. Accordingly, withdrawal of the §103(a) rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

Claims 2, 4-7, 10, 12-15, 17-23, 25-29, 31, 32, 34-38, 40 and 41 depend either directly or 
indirectly from independent claims 1, 9, 33 and 39 and include all the features of their respective 
independent claims, plus additional features that are not discussed or suggested by the 
references relied upon. For example, claim 5 recites that "the list of the at least one printing 
client includes fields specifying whether each printing client is allowed to associate with the 
wireless Local Area Network printer." 

Mazzagatte does not suggest a list including fields specifying whether each printing client 
is allowed to associate with the printer 550. The present invention permits only printing clients 
that have been authenticated to receive services of the printer to associate with the printer. 
Mazzagatte merely recites that a computer node 510 is able to communicate with a printing 
device 550. It is unclear as to how Mazzagatte suggests forming a list including whether or not 
each printing client is allowed to associate with the printer. 

Therefore, claims 2, 4-7, 10, 12-15, 17-23, 25-29, 31, 32, 34-38, 40 and 41 patentably 
distinguish over the references relied upon for at least the reasons noted above. Accordingly, 
withdrawal of the §1 03(a) rejection is respectfully requested. 
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Conclusion 

In accordance with the foregoing, claims 3, 8, 1 1 , 16, 24 and 30 have been cancelled. 
Claims 1, 9, 33 and 39 have been amended. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9, 10, 12-15, 17-23, 25-29 and 
31-41 are pending and under consideration. 

There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously solicited. 

Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after this response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to these matters. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 

STAAS & HALSEY LLP ^ _ — 



Date: June 21, 2010 




Kari P. Footland 
Registration No. 55,187 

1201 New York Avenue, N.W., 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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